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IK THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 
WESTERN DIVISION 


VS. 


Delbert Latta, individually ) 
and in his official capacity ) 
ag a united States Congressman? ) 
| 1 individually and ) 
in his official capacity as an ) 
agent for the Federal Burea u of ) 
Investigation? I I ) 
individually and in his official ) 
capacity as an agent for the ) 
Federal Bureau of Investigation? ) 
and United States of America ) 


Defendants 

State of Ohio) 

) ss: 

Lucas County ) 


Docket No. C 75-166 

AFFIDAVIT OF SPECIAL 

AGENT I _ \ 

FBI 


The undersigned being duly sworn deposes and says: 

1. The affiant has read and is familiar with the allegations 
in the complaint of William S. Jordan filed with the United 
States District Court/ Northern District of Ohio, Western Di- 
vision/ on April 22, 1975/ naming affiant as a defendant. 

2. Affiant is enployed as a Special Agent of the Federal Bu¬ 
reau of Investigation at Toledo/ Ohio/ and was so employed 
during April, 1975, and as such, conducted investigations in 
Toledo, Ohio, and in adjacent counties, including Paulding 
County, Ohio. 

3. Affiant, as a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of In¬ 
vestigation, along with Special Agent _ Federal 


Bureau of Investigation, contacted plaintiff Jordan at his, 
Jordan* s home at Cecil, Ohio, Paulding County, on April 14, 
1975, this contact being made to determine if plaintiff Jor¬ 
dan had or was, contemplating a violation of Title 18, Sec¬ 
tions 1951, 351, United States Code. 


b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 





( 2 ) 


4. Affiant states that during this interview with plaintiff 
Jordan that Mr. Garner (Jack) Jordan, plaintiff's father', was 
present and can verify that affiant did not threaten plaintiff 
Jordan, did not harass him in any way, nor attempt to inter¬ 
fere with plaintiff's right to petition his government. 

5. Affiant states this interview with plaintiff Jordan was 
based on information received that Jordan was involved in a' dis 
pute with his employer, a common carrier involved in inter¬ 
state commerce, and had stated, amongst other statements, to 
defendant Delbert Latta, that if he, plaintiff, could not ob¬ 
tain immediate satisfaction of his objectives he would take 
matters into his own hands. Affiant states that based on 
plaintiff's statements to defendant Latta, that affiant had 

good cause to and did reasonably believe that plaintiff ■ Jor- 

\ 

dan was contemplating violence and had acted in such manner 

% \ 
that threats or violence could reasonably be expected. 

6. Affiant further deposes and says that in the interview 
with plaintiff Jordan concerning this matter, which affiant 
estimates took approximately fifteen minutes, that no state¬ 
ment was made to Jordan that defendant Latta had alleged 
that he, Jordan, had put any undue pressure on him. 

7. Affiant denies that any of his actions in this matter 
were prompted in any way because of any "undue pressure" as 
alleged by plaintiff and states this inquiry was made to de¬ 
termine if a violation of federal law had been or was. about 
to be committed. Affiant states he was' in the presence of 
the plaintiff for approximately,one hour on April 14, 1975; 
however, the last approximately forty-five minutes of this 
period of time was devoted to listening to plaintiff com¬ 
plaining about his labor union and working conditions. 

8. Affiant specifically denies that he indicated in any 
way to plaintiff that his difficulties should be kept quiet 




or from the press or that he in any manner attempted to 
deny the plaintiff his right to contact anyone. 

9. Affiant specifically denies that he was in possession of 
any information that would indicate that defendant Latta had 
alleged that plaintiff had exercised any undue pressure or 
that defendant Latta had, in any way, attempted to deny to 
plaintiff his right to petition his government. 

10. Affiant also denies that any of his actions caused any 
harm to plaintiff and further' denies that plaintiff is being 
denied his right to contact his United States Congressman. 
Affiant specifically denies that any of his actions were 
harassment of plaintiff and further denies any intention of 
harassment in the past, present or future. 

11. Affiant specifically denies that his contact with the 
plaintiff on April 14, 1975 was in violation of plaintiff*s 
right to petition his government. 

12. Affiant denies any damages to the plaintiff and specifi¬ 
cally denies damages exceeding $10,000 were caused to the 

* (f 

plaintiff. 

13. Affiant hereby states that his contact with the plaintiff 
was in accordance with his duties and within the scope of his 
employment as a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investi- 

, gation and was caused by his duty to determine if plaintiff 
was in violation of federal law. 

14. Affiant states that all of his actions in connection 
with the plaintiff were based upon reasonable grounds and 
good faith and that all of his actions were reasonable. 



special Agent, 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this 18th day of May, 

1975, at Toledo, Ohio. 

Notary Public,Lucas County,Ohio 
Elizabeth H. Baran 
My Commission Expires ipril 4,1979 








LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT RESOURCES 
v LYNCHBURG DIVISION 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 


Area Population Poli 

Amherst County 470 29,122 

Sheriff's Office 23 

■Amherst P.D. 3 

Lynchburg Training School 10 

Appomattox County 345 11,971 

Sheriff’s Office 11 

Bedford County 727 34,927 

Sheriff's Office 31 

Buckingham County 582 11,751 

Sheriff's Office . 7 

Campbell County 529 45,424 

# # v **■ f 

•Sheriff's'Office 45 

Altavista P.D. - 8 

Brookneal P.D. 4 

Cumberland County 291 * ‘7,881 

Sheriff's Office 5 

Rockbridge County 601 17,911 

Sheriff's Office 19 

City of Bedford 7 5,991 

Bedford P.D. . 14 

City of. Buena Vista 3 6,717 

Buena Vista P.D. 12 

City of Lynchburg 25 66,743 

Lynchburg P.D.- 138 


Prosecutors 
' * 2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

[Bedford] 

2 

4 





• 

Area 

Population 

Police 

Prosecutors 

City of Lexington v 

Lexington P.D. 

3 

7,292 

13 

(Rockbridge] 


s 


TOTALS 


3,583 


245,730 


343 


17 








X » 

• > LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT RESOURCES 



V 

HARRISONBURG 

DIVISION 



- 

WESTERN DISTRICT 

1 * 

r 

OF VIRGINIA 



• 


Area Population 

Police 

Prosecutors | 


Augusta County 

986 

53,732 


’ ‘ 2 


Sheriff's Office 



32 * 



. Bath County 

540 

5,860 


1 


Sheriff’s Office 



7 



Bath Special, P.D. 



6 



Clarke County 

174 

9,965 


2 


Sheriff’s Office 



11 



Berryville P.D. 



4 


* 

Frederick County 

405 

34,150 


3 


Sheriff’s Office 



26 


• 

Middletown P.D. 



2 



,Stephens City P.D. 

** 



2 



* '* , 
(•Highland County 

416 

2,937 


1 


Sheriff's Office 



5 

• 


Page County 

316 

19,401 

• 

2 


Sheriff's Office 



17 

• 


Luray P.D. 



10 



Stanley P.D. 



4 

' 


Rockingham County 

865 

57,038 


2 


Sheriff's Office 



21 



Bridgewater P.D. 



4 • 


- 

Dayton P.D. 



4 



Shenandoah County 

507 

27,559 


2 

/ 


Sheriff’s Office . 



15 



Mt. Jackson P.D. 


* 

2 



Woodstock P.D. 



7 



Strasburg P.D. 

• 


6 



New'Market P.D. 



1 



Shenandoah P.D. 



2 



: V‘. f» 

- 35 - 



■ 


- 






. _ _ _ 










Area 

Population 

*** 

Police 

Prosecutors 

Warren County v 

219 

21,200 

‘ , ® 

, 

2 

Sheriff's Office 



24 

.. 

Front Royal P.D. 


‘ 

23 


City of Staunton 

. 9 

21,857 


2 



S 



Staunton P.D. 



46 


City of Harrisonburg 

6 

19,671 


{Rockingham] 

Harrisonburg P.D. 



30 


City of Waynesboro 

7 

15,329 


\ 

2 

Waynesboro P.D. 



38 


City of Winchester 

3 

20,217 


2 

Winchester P.D. 



43 



TOTALS 

4,453 

308,916 

392 

23 


36 - 





VII • 


CRIMES,. ARRESTS, CLEARANCES, AND COMMITMENTS 

A PROFILE OF PANT 1 OFFENSES IN VIRGINIA. 1900 


V ' 

CATEGORY 




CRIMES 


ARRESTS 


w 


CLEARANCES 


COMMITMENTS 


i.. 



NUMBER PERCENT 


248004. 0 100.0 


50104.0 


20,0 


SS703. 0 22.4 


.2198.0 0.9 


t-i-» f , in-, rmnrr r| . r. t-rrrrrp i in nn|inrn 

40000 00000 120000 160000 200000 240000 ^ 

NUMBER 


PART 1 OFFENSES 

N MUROER/NON-NF.GL 1 GENT MANSLAUGHTER. FORCIBLE RAPE. ROBBERY. 
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT. BURGLARY. LARCENY. 

MOTOR VEHICLE THEFT- AND ARSON 






/^<LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT RESOURCES 
v CHARLOTTESVILLE DIVISION 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA 



Area 

Population 

Police 

Prosecutors 

Albemarle County 

740 

50,689 


' 3 

Sheriff's Office 



43 


Fluvanna County 

288 

10,244 


1 

Sheriff’s Office 



8 


Greene County 

153 

7,625 


1 

Sheriff's Office 



5 


Madison County 

327 

10,232 


1 

Sheriff's Office 



7 


Nelson County 

471 

12,204 


1 

'Sheriff's .Office 

•» i * 

* !. K f 



15 


S . 

^Rappahannock County 

267 

6,093 


1 

• 

Sheriff’s Office 



5 


City of Charlottesville 

10 

45,010 


3 

Charlottesville P.D. 



85 



TOTALS 


2,256 


142,097 


168 


11 







POPULATION PROJECTION AND BED. SPACE 



YEAR 




CONSTRUCTION. COST—BEDS AS NEEDED 


NEW AND EXPANDED FAQI.LITIES/SHORTFALL CONSTRUCTION' 

1980-1992 


COST SUM' 

* • 



BIENNIUM 


C0ST Y//A NEW/EXPANDED PWW SHORTFALL 













DRUG ANALYSIS AND TREATMENT. 


The Virginia Eastern Forensic Laboratory, located at Roanoke, Virginia, serves 
34 counties and 17 cities in the Greater Roanoke, southwestern Virginia area. 

, Among the exhibits analyzed in 1980 were 4,217 marihuana exhibits, 122 meth- 
amphetamine exhibits, 117 cocaine exhibits and 19 heroin exhibits. While-the 
total number of heroin exhibits is low, it is up significantly from the previous 
year. Tne Omni House Drug Abuse Treatment Facility in Roanoke, advises that 2S% 
of the' patients currently being treated are being treated for heroin addiction. 





IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 
WESTERN DIVISION 


VS. 


Delbert Latta, individually ) 
and in his official capacity ) 
as a United States Congressman? ) 
Larry Paul, individually and ) 
in his official capacity as an ) 
agent for the Federal Burea u of ) 
Investigation? I I ) 
individually and in his official ) 
capacity as an agent for the ) 
Federal Bureau of Investigation? ) 
and United States of America ) 


Defendants 

State of Ohio) 

) ss: 

Lucas County ) 


Docket No. C 75-166 

b6 

AFFIDAVIT OF SPECIAL b7C 



The undersigned being duly sworn deposes and says: 

1. The affiant has read and is familiar with the allegations 
in the complaint of William S. Jordan filed with the United 
States District Court, Northern District of Ohio, Western Di¬ 
vision, on April 22, 1975, naming affiant as a defendant. 

2. Affiant is employed as a Special Agent of the Federal Bu¬ 
reau of Investigation at Toledo, Ohio, and was so employed 
during April, 1975, and as such, conducted investigations in 
Toledo, Ohio, and in adjacent counties, including Paulding 
County, Ohio. 

3. Affiant, as a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of In¬ 
vestigation, along with Special Agent _ Federal 

Bureau of Investigation, contacted plaintiff Jordan at his, 
Jordan's home at Cecil, Ohio, Paulding County, on April 14, 
1975, this contact being made to determine if plaintiff Jor¬ 
dan had or was, contemplating a violation of Title 18, Sec¬ 
tions 1951, 351, United States Code. 


b6 

b7C 





( 2 ) 


4. Affiant states that during this interview with plaintiff 
Jordan that Mr, Garner (Jack) Jordan, plaintiff's father, was 
present and can verify that affiant did not threaten plaintiff 
Jordan, did not harass him in any' way, nor attempt to inter¬ 
fere with plaintiff’s right to petition his government, 

5. Affiant states this interview with plaintiff Jordan was 
based on information received that Jordan was involved in a 
dispute with his employer, a common carrier involved in inter¬ 
state commerce, and had stated, amongst other statements, to 
defendant Delbert Latta, that if he, plaintiff, could not ob¬ 
tain immediate satisfaction of his objectives he would take 
matters into his own hands. Affiant states that based on 
plaintiff's statements to Defendant Latta, that affiant had 
good cause to and did reasonably believe that plaintiff Jor- 

s 

dan was contemplating violence and had acted in such manner 
that threats or violence could reasonably be expected. 

6. Affiant further deposes and says that in the interview 
with plaintiff Jordan concerning this matter, which affiant 
estimates took approximately fifteen minutes, that no state¬ 
ment was made to Jordan that defendant.Latta had alleged 
that he, Jordan, had put any undue pressure on him. 

7. Affiant denies that any of his actions in this matter 
were prompted in any way because of any "undue pressure" as 
alleged by plaintiff and states this inquiry was made to de¬ 
termine if a violation of federal law had been or was about 
to be committed. Affiant states he was in the presence of 
the plaintiff for approximately one hour' on April 14, 1975? 
however, the last approximately forty-five minutes of this 
period of time was devoted to listening to plaintiff com¬ 
plaining about his labor union and working conditions. 

8. Affiant specifically denies that he indicated in any 
way to plaintiff that his difficulties should be kept quiet 





(3) 


or from the press or that he in any manner attempted to 
deny the plaintiff his right to contact anyone. 

9. Affiant specifically denies that he was in possession of 
any information that would indicate that defendant Latta had 
alleged that plaintiff had exercised any undue pressure or 
that defendant Latta had, in any way, attempted to deny to 
plaintiff his right to petition his government. 

10. Affiant also denies that any of his actions caused any 
harm to plaintiff and further denies that plaintiff is being 
denied his right to contact his United States Congressman. 
Affiant specifically denies that any of his actions were 
harassment of plaintiff and further denies any intention of 
harassment in the past, present or future. 

11. Affiant specifically denies that his contact with the 
plaintiff on April 14, 1975 was in violation of plaintiff's 
right to petition'his government. 

12. Affiant denies any damages to the plaintiff and specifi¬ 
cally denies damages exceeding $10,000 were caused to the 
plaintiff. 

* 13. Affiant hereby states that his contact with the plaintiff 
was in accordance with his duties and within the scope of his 
employment as a Special Agent of the Federal Bureau of Investi¬ 
gation and was caused by his duty to determine if plaintiff 
was in violation of federal law. 

14. Affiant states that all of his actions in connection 
with the plaintiff were based upon reasonable grounds and 
good faith and that all of his actions were reasonable. 


b6 

__, b7C 

_Special Agent, 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this 18th day of May, 





Notary Public,Lucas County,Ohio 
Elizabeth- Hs^B&ran 
^‘Commission Expires 4,1979 


1975, at Toledo, Ohio 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION' 


In Reply, Please Refer to 
File No. 


Cleveland* Ohio 
May S* 3.075 



[ 


Vfi 


SB* lATS'A/ individually aha 


mwt 


In his official capacity m 
0*6* Congresasian g 
I t individually and 

in his official capacity as an 
agent for the ffo&Q&al Bureau 
Of Xavasfcioatien i 

I individually and 
in his official capacity as an 
agent for the yederaX Bureau 
of Investigation* and 


o.a% oy mrnam* 

Northern District of Ohio# 
Western Division* 
hoefcat Itussihcr C7S-165 


b6 

b7C 


On april IS* 1575, Unitod Status Congressman DBhBURT h* 
X&TT&* 515 Hilierost Drive, Eorling Green* Ohio, contacted the 
SCoXsao MMmt agency of the 3?BX and stated ho had keen in 
Contact njjaco Jinril 4, 1S75 on several occasions, wit h one 

I Hr, stated that| 


Coda in his behalf * I ~ _ r 

arose when ^ lioaaasn qe acoa&miea^l 


Iratmqgtad that Hr* aasraai inter* 


b6 

b7C 


Con gressman X&TT& stated ho was contacted on savorax 
occasions by f I oho wanted immediate action and bocamo* 

in his opinion f hostile and antagonistic, threatening to take 
matters into his own hands when imme diate ac tion van not re** 
calved* Xu view of his opinion that l may bocc&e violent, 

congressman &IV2*& contacted the yBt on April 12, 1575* 


^e- 191 ^ 








^ * c 


c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation 
P. 0. Box 898 
Toledo, Ohio 43696 

April 25, 1975 


United States Attorney General 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 20530 

Re: 


vs 


Dear Mr. Attorney General: 


DELBERT LATTA, Individually and 
in his official capacity as a 
United -Stat es Congressman; 

I I individually -and-in 

his official capacity as an 
agent for the of 




Investigation: __ 

individually and in his official 
capacity as an agent for the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation; 
and the United States of America; 
Northern District of Ohio, 
vWestern Division; Docket #C75-1 66 


On April 22/ 1975 I,[ 


] was served with a Summons 


and Complaint by the United States Marshal 1 s Of fice. Toledo . 


Ohio, naming me as a co-defendant along with SA_ 

Congressman Delbert Latta and the United States of America. 


and 


I have not retained private counsel and request representation 
by the Department of Justice. 


All the actions taken by me in regard to the matter of the 
suit were done within the scope of my employment by the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, and were done with a good faith belief 
in the lawfulness and reasonableness of my actions.' 


b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 


Sincerely yours, 

‘ I . b6 


Special Agent, F. B. I. 









C o? - ll (y (* 





ENCLOSURES TO BUREAU FROM CLEVELAND (6) 
Three copies each of complaint and summons 
Cleveland 62-2373 

Re Cleveland airtel to Bureau^ 4-24-75 
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SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION 


CIV. la (2-64) 
(Formerly D. C« Form No.45a Rev. (6-49)) 


Imteii idales liatnrt (Hour! 

FOR THE 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OP OHI O 
TESTER!! DIVISION 


Civil Action File No. 


-.'■v 


Plaintiff 

- 


Delbert Iafcta, individually and infhis 
| official cap acity as a U nited States 




United 

; Congressman; |_ individually an^ 

in his/official capacity as an agont for 
, tha Federal Bureau off Investigation; 


| individually and in his of- 
" ficial capacity gs^a^^gent for the 
>„ Federal Bureau off Investigation' and 


c 


ET3 


7! 

JUDGE dou J- 



SUMMONS 


O * 

‘ v 


b6 

b7C 


United States off America 


Defendants 


To the above named Defendant 

United States of America 

You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon lorio 




, i* b* * -.j 


3 . J * * * ** 




.Plaintiff's attorne y , whosfe address jsl Jg an uHl noulaMsuui 


RETURN ON SERVICE OF WRIT 


I hereby certify and return, that on the day of 19 

V 

kreqeived'ithis.rsummong and Served ab togather«wifch thq«complainfe herein* as*ffallows: 












